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and it is required by law to keep
an eye on any human embryo
created in any other way than by
the natural proceedings.
In December 2002, the High
Court seriously undermined the
HFEA’s position when it decided
that its ruling that allowed the
Hashmi family to use embryo
selection had exceeded its legal
powers. In May, however, the
appeal court overturned that
judgment and cleared the last
legal hurdle for the Hashmis.
Even if the campaigners
opposing their treatment take the
case to the House of Lords, the
Hashmis can proceed with their
treatment.
All this goes to show that a
specialised authority like the
HFEA, which supervises all
embryo-related activities and
makes individual judgements in
those especially tricky cases that
make the headlines, is a very
useful thing to have, but that it
may run into serious problems if
the legislation does not keep up
with scientific progress. The law
that brought the HFEA into
existence is 13 years old, a
timespan in which the
reproduction field has changed
beyond recognition.
Next to keeping up with the
fast-moving technical
possibilities, the biggest challenge
is international coordination.
Currently, religious views still
determine what can be done
where. The Jewish faith doesn’t
count the embryo as a human
being, so Israel is a paradise for
people who want to produce stem
cells. At the other end of the
spectrum, the strong influence of
Christian fundamentalism on US
politics makes stem cell research
more and more difficult in the
United States. Until politicians are
willing to accept the assessment
of scientific developments without
religious prejudice, both
researchers and families in need
of advanced treatment will
probably continue to vote with
their feet.
Michael Gross is a science writer in
residence at the school of
crystallography, Birkbeck College,
University of London. He can be
contacted via his web page at
www.proseandpassion.com
It’s not every day that scientists
offer themselves up as ‘straight
men,’ to lay the groundwork for the
perfect joke. David Page and his
colleagues performed this duty
admirably in the pages of Nature.
The subject, naturally, was sex — or
close enough: sex chromosomes.
Page, a Howard Hughes scholar
at the Whitehead Institute and MIT,
and his happy band performed a
rather amazing feat. They waded
through the terrifying tangle of DNA
that is the human Y chromosome
and they actually made sense of it.
Not even the exalted fly guys, the
Drosophila sequencers, could
claim this treasure. Page and
company deciphered the essence
of man. And when they were done,
they had quite the story to tell
about a remarkable trick of nature.
Naturally, not everybody went
for the highbrow angle on this
story. Take The Australian, for
instance, which teed off under a
headline declaring that ‘It’s puny
in men’s genes.’
‘Geneticists have finally
confirmed what women have
known for generations. The male-
making Y chromosome is puny
and full of genetic gibberish. The
unsettling news for men comes
today as a team of scientists
report in the journal Nature that
they have nailed down all the
chemical building blocks, or
bases, of the 78 genes unique to
the “male-specific’’ region of the Y
chromosome.’
The British press also seized





Mediawatch: Richard F. Harris looks at the response to the analysis of
the male-specific genes on the human Y chromosome and finds many
commentators less than impressed about what contitutes human
maleness.
Not X rated: the diminutive human Y chromosome (right) is dwarfed by its X chromo-
some partner in males (shown left ) in this scanning electron microscope image.
(Photograph: Science Photo Library). 
by the reported deciphering of
masculinity.
‘I should imagine, when they
opened up the Y-chromosome,
scientists thought they knew what
they would see,’ wrote Caitlin
Moran in the Times of London. ‘A
pile of old vinyl. The off-side rule.
Pants their mothers bought them.
A Yorkie bar. Absolute,
unbloodied optimism that you can
succeed at anything — rewiring a
whole house, winning a war, lifting
something heavy — except
fighting off the common cold and
wrapping up presents.’
Even Page himself joined in the
fun. At a news conference in
Washington, he showed an
illustration he’d found on the web
that identified the various genes
on the Y chromosome, including
one for changing TV channels
constantly and another that
explains why men refuse to ask
for directions. He also erected a
handy straw man — the assertion
that Y chromosomes garner no
respect because some biologists
claim they are slipping toward
extinction as they lose genes that
they cannot replace through
recombination. Plenty of papers
picked up on that theme,
including the Boston Herald.
‘Great news for men! Maybe not
such great news for women! The
exclusively male Y chromosome,
which determines gender, is
capable of repairing itself and is
not headed for extinction in the
next 10 million years as some
scientists have theorized.’
The Los Angeles Times also led
with that angle. ‘In scientific
circles, the Y chromosome — the
essence of masculinity — is
scorned as the runt of the human
genetic family, so henpecked by
mutations that it is wasting away.
So little respect does this small,
self-absorbed chromosome
command that scientists
investigating the human genome
felt free to jeer or mostly ignore it
— until now.’
It turns out the Y chromosome
is more ‘subtle, robust and
complex’ than scientists had
realized, the article continued.
And, as much fun as it is to talk
about sex and male failings, most
science writers also couldn’t
resist the intriguing biology that 
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the Page group discovered. It
turns out that the major genes on
the Y chromosome come with
palindromic copies. That means
there’s a backup of these critical
regions, so errors can be
repaired.
‘Men’s Genetic Essence Turns
Out To Be Mr. Fix-It,’ the
Washington Post declared in a
headline over a rather sober-sided
article. The dignified New York
Times also played the story
straight, though it couldn’t help
remarking: ‘The decay of the Y
stems from the fact that it is
forbidden to enjoy the principal
advantage of sex, which is, of
course, for each member of a pair
of chromosomes to swap
matching pieces of DNA with its
partner.’
Almost nobody bothered to call
the scientists who had previously
asserted that the Y chromosome
was bound for the scrap heap of
evolutionary history. Those who
did discovered that Jenny
Marshall Graves from the
Australian National University was
unmoved by the dazzling, 3 million
base-pair palindromes that Page
et al. reported. She still disdains
the Y chromosome.
Then again, few journalists
noted Page’s provocative
assertion that males and females
are actually genetically more
much different from one another
than is generally assumed. They
are not more than 99.9 percent the
same, as is often claimed for
Homo sapiens. The few journalists
who did press him on that point
were treated to the observation
that in terms of DNA homology,
men and women are 98.5 percent
the same — which is the same
figure reported between men and
male chimpanzees. ‘You are about
as similar to your wife as you are
to a male chimp,’ Page said in an
interview on my network. In the
argot of the news business, that’s
a ‘sexy’ story.
Richard F. Harris is a science
correspondent at National Public Radio
and past president of the National
Association of Science Writers. 
E-mail: rharris@nasw.org
Harvard and MIT may be historic
rivals on the science and
engineering front, but it seems
that rivalry has faded a bit with





The Broad Institute, an
ambitious partnership set to bring
together researchers at Harvard,
MIT, the Whitehead Institute and
the Harvard hospitals, was
catalyzed by a large grant from
Los Angeles philanthropists Eli
and Edythe Broad. The founding
gift, expected to total $100M over
ten years, will be joined by $200M
in private funds to be raised by
the universities.
The Institute will be headed by
Eric Lander, founder and director
of the Whitehead Institute/MIT
Center for Genomic Research,
and is set to begin operation in
the Kendall Square area of
Cambridge later this year. Lander
will lead 12 core faculty on long-
term appointments and about 30
associated faculty from Harvard,
MIT and the Whitehead,
appointed on a rotating basis.
The goals of the Institute will
sound familiar to anyone who’s
been eyeing the expanding crop
of interdisciplinary schemes
emerging from the (officially
completed) Human Genome
Project. Seeking to realize the
bench-to-bedside dream of
genomically informed medicine,
the Institute aims to smooth the




physicians. True to his HGP roots,
Lander pledges that the
‘comprehensive tools’ for
genomic medicine developed by
the Institute and its collaborators
will be broadly available to
researchers.
‘It’s time to really grow this,’
says Susan Lindquist, Whitehead
director. ‘It’s the natural evolution
given the complex problems we
are trying to solve.’
Genome promise
Old rivals are joining forces to
exploit new genetic data.
Heather Dawes reports.
